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WEEFWS LI HEFIIEA SR GARCH BEAISH S R E IR BUET
43T ° #R1M > Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) 12 > ‘& —WEF7 BB WK
BISRHEF > noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process & AJ RERYIESEREAL o 14 > Sarno
and Taylor(1999) FUWT 3R 5 - B EEBEBWKRIRSR - #3ML non-
causal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian component Z3#75 & IR B8 - 1
BT H Y H AR 2K B noncausal linear process iZ local explosive > iR
& noncausal Cauchy AR(1) #2 Gaussian component Z {RE8 &) - i 1E

RIAR T BRI

RS ER: SR ETES ~ WIRRR ~ Noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaus-

sian component



Abstract

Most of the previous studies focused on analyzing Taiwan Stock Price In-
dex using time series models with GARCH effects. However, Gourieroux
and Zakoian (2017) have demonstrated that noncausal Cauchy AR(1) pro-
cess may be a possible model in which the bubbles are observed. Besides,
according to the studies of Sarno and Taylor (1991), some bubbles exactly
existed in Taiwan Stock Price Index before 1990. Accordingly, this study
aims at investigating the possible bubbles in Taiwan Stock Price Index from
2005 to 2015 by employing noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian com-
ponent method. As a result, we find out he bubbles which modeled by the
noncausal linear process are local explosive. And based on the changes of
the coefficients from noncausal Cauchy AR(1) and Gaussian component,

this study successfully captures the form of bubbles.

Key words: Taiwan Stock Price Index, Bubble effect, Noncausal Cauchy

AR(1) with Gaussian component
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1 iEsm

—ELK - EERME SRS Z IR (bubble) HER - f2H T
BRI R o FIAIEERETHIEERT - RSO R BB BEARZFER
TS 5 Phillips et al.(2011) B ZE&IEEMRERF (recursive test pro-
cedure) s BURZEE Toin & (B 88 (Nasdaq composite price index) &H
WIRRCR - WMREHRE R IR B T AR RS o 5H5b - #FEM5EEH
- SRR TIS % BE EKIE (leptokurtic) BLEFE (fat tail) 2 BUEE ; 4] Man-
delbrot(1963) > Mandelbrot and Taylor(1967) &2 Fama(1963,1965) » ##&
LA LA > Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) 585 » &Rl ATE £ 2 WHRL
REAMBERE - —EREPERZEEREZANER - #5 global explo-
sive bubble » 53— HIIE KR RFFLEZ M E B (extreme valued shocks)
i 42 2 Wk » 7855 local explosive bubble o T 2 4 Wil &8 2 RiHE R AT
BRI REHEGRIEER I HE - WHEE R LIRE i
A bR DA AR B A B B AR ET T ik DL B e R T 5 b B 52 B2 IR
KRB AR

HAZ R EEW G - MERWICE RSB EH AT RE
R - 54 P HIJE > BORYEEE ~ FEERE -~ K - MR AEER
Bl AR N R I E TSR B AR EER B SR © 20 Zhang(2008) ~ Sarno
and Taylor (1999) * Lehkonen (2010) * Ali et al. (2009) * Mokhtar et al.

(2006) E2 Hu(2011) ° [FIFf - sBEEEWIL L L GARCH #H R EfREETT



SH7 o [BEIHE# Gourieroux and Zakoian (2017) AJ41 » BB WHEBEZ
I [H FP 51 ELL noncausal BALETTfAET - A H L GARCH RAUGETRIE
BFTRRR - EAHE L Gourieroux and Zakoian (2017) AT 2 i e Bl
A BEE R ERBOET A

AN—H05 6 HEM  HE - F 1 8B BRINMEEACEHEER
B s 58 2 B RIFIABAMIEATZ 5 ZAHB SR - I BT SE
KX B 83 > 7£5 3 & » TS #E noncausal linear AR(1) pro-
cess > BLHFTHE A IRE S - UIRBERRE S EAHOLC HEI ST - 541 > 3
TS 4 EEERICREITIERAIE R > s #H Gourieroux and Zakoian

ﬂ

(2017) Fi#E37 noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process & st & B H W EE |
PAK noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian component 28 F8FF 5%
BUGET Tk © 38 5 B2 ERON - BlMwE 5 EKR EHEEZEESE non-
causal Cauchy AR(1) process Z M > A LA noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with
Gaussian component H#TfhET > 31T B EREREEZWEKBRIZBL lo-
caol explosive B/& global explosive FIHURE ; 4% - FMTHFHRE 6 B

A2 /G e



2 XRE\EEE

T EEH - BRI FYIE R L B &I (leptokurtic) HERE
(fat tail) Z AUEE » #11 Fama(1963,1965) * Mandelbrot and Taylor(1967) &2
Mandelbrot(1963) ; 534} » Praetz(1972) * Blattberg and Gonedes(1974)
Bollerslev(1987) * Huisman et al.(1998) * McNeil and Frey(2000) * Gla-
sserman et al.(2002) #2 Broda(2012) & #&H Student-t 73RBS R8T
EEAARELEREENE R ERE - (B2 - 017> Student-t Al ERERR A
EREMEEH LR RE 2 HE - bl - e EB UM FEHE AR A R
EESFME 2 GARCH 18 (generalized autoregressive conditional het-
eroskedastic model) #£1T47 » 41 Nelson(1991) #&H GED (generalized
error distribution) BAK Politis(2004) $&H Z B E /D (heavy tailed distri-
bution) °

H4: > Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) & BRI SRR - DIEE S ECAR
i EEERREE - [ REEABAERE R E B2 GARCH &
# > ;2L noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process £ noncausal Cauchy AR(1)
with Gaussian component 1T © HEMEFHI T A ETENE  BEE
BIRE(E (V) MEREIRERZE (61, &—2...) HE  DARBARRELE
(€141, &142...) ZHEF ; Hrh > Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) 2% - BB
noncausal linear AR(1) process & Z R F5IE £} - W AEE L GARCH

EREITAE o W - AT > HFEREMELIME & - HRER



H noncausal linear AR(1) process Z T£E > ifi LA noncausal Cauchy AR(1)
with Gaussian component T2 °

SR1M » & FK ML noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian component i
ToMFEE > BREEHAEEMESE (Cauchy distribution) Z HH -
PAFR %3535k 5 noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian component & 1%
Pl o — RS - ERARAEL! (maximum likelihood, ML) ¥ K&
HE M RIFATEI S - gk T A FE A R T B R B R g (BAE
SRR B IE R - R B IR MEELUR G H KB (likelihood func-
tion) > FTLATRMIMEEE G IR AN MG EH 28 o i TS 6 i — i — i
B 7 (generalized method of moments) HERE T 2RAY /54 - TR 5 B 5
B %) (empirical characteristic function, ECF) A¥EET2 8GR - R
B8 4R H Feuerverger(1990) ~ Knight and Satchell(1996, 1997) #&H! -
A Yu(1998) ~ Knight and Yu(2002) * Carrasco et al.(2002) £ Jiang and
Knight(2002) #—% 53145 5 24: > Yu(2004) 528 7 SRR REFTE
R BRZ RN ® AR REFFIIHEE B R EER B2 G
WAk

54} > &1/ Gourieroux and Zakoian (2017) £ Gourieroux and Hencic
(2015) AT 47 » noncausal linear process £ mixed causal-noncausal model i
EONTEBRKESRZRMFFIER s Hr - KPR Blanchard(1979)
M FERAEAY (rational expectation model) 23 FATS IR S - #%

Blanchard and Watson(1982) B2 Evans(1991) $hRHEGEETERAE



—E LR - BEWHRBER R 77 & R R 5 9F 1 R R 51 ER -
SR DB R AR BRSBTS Rt T — 2
EWHERN R < % > 40 Phillips et al.(2011) E2 Phillips et al.(2012) ° {H& -
Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) $2Hi T A — XAV EE - BHFLLEHRBIR R
R A SR 2 R &8 (extreme valued shocks) FTEE4: » T PR A > 2844
£ 7€ #8AY noncausal linear process °

[FF > $AM%® Homm and Breitung (2012) * Phillips et al. (2011) &
Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) RI41 > 1973 £ 2 A& 2005 4 6 HZi%GE
iR e EERBAEREEEHRR - B - IV U B RS TS B
B HERAIIRER - 11 Sarno and Taylor(1999) ~ Zhang(2008) * Lehkonen
(2010) * Ali et al.(2009) > Mokhtar et al.(2006) £ Hu(2011) » ¥ » Sarno
and Taylor(1999) #HHE ~ EIfE ~ FE2RVEEE ~ FEEE ~ Fing - fEE -
GEEREC RETHER 1989 £ 1997 BAEZEEIE  Zhang(2008) B
Lehkonen(2010) 245 1 B M55 1991 4% 2001 LUK 1992 &
2008 FEEFIERBMIKZ TR o B > RIVEEE AW INEREREE (Tai-
wan Capitalization Weighted Stock Index) JRTELEYIIRE - R B

%A Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) BT T & i iE Bifh 5 /i ETHSE ©



3 fHTREL

Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) $&H#RZHEEE 57 BlZ noncausal autore-

gressive process * FHES A EHEHY causal autoregressive process HJE% E
n
YIZZanYI_h‘FGt, nEN,
h=1

noncausal autoregressive process 5.3# & I 7 kA& _E BF locally ex-
plosion HJJEFE (stationary) K51 5 MHEARY B W92 7] 2% Gourieroux
and Hencic(2015) > AREIRMGEFlllETamSEE B ER (heavy-tail) 28

St BE o B M noncausal AR(1) process i/ fEEEE o

3.1 BEDES (Stable distribution)

TEE R —FEEAEMZR D » B Paul Levy /5 1928 FEf2H - B FIZRHE
WFERESERNRRZES A > HERWT ¢

ETEL BT X, X ~XH X 1LXy BEHPMEMa>0Hb>03¢,d
He >0 8 aX) +bX, # cX + d FRIEMHRF B QIS X B—
RESE » fLfEX ~ S(o, B,o, ) HESEEH o € (0,2] RESH

Bel-1,11" REZ2# o €[0,00) (IES2B n e R

IREN > ERRIIEES T X 82 X, EARIERRRIIRE D EE S(a, B, 0, 1)
- X1 8 Xo MBI ARG IRIERIRZRBEDE S, B.0, 1) °

— TS - BBESERIBEZR B E K B (probability density function, pdf) 3if



N UL B DL 05 8 (characteristic function, CF) ¥ (s) =

E(e"X) BN - BB ATERES
—o%|s|* [1 —iB(signs) tan ()] + ips if a # 1;
log ¥ (s) =
—a|s|[1+iﬁ(signs)§1og|s|]+ms ifoa=l.

Sh 8 X ~ S, B,o,u) Ha <2

EIXIP <0 & p<a, (3.1)
IRED - BR T E B ECAY - B E DBl —FEEZE AL © B > M
e (=1, 8 =0) T —PEEZ=HE_EH =T FE
3.2 1%BEDE (Elliptical distribution)

MR Ao FIAR R AR & 2 H 3Rl - HEE DS ERECRESR -
I EANE B 22 B B EE Y B

=3

TEE 2. £— k HEFBHOEBH X B cRFA S B n xn ZHEETEE
B> (75 X — u DB Yx_,u(s) = v(e2t) > HIRME X B—fEE
SlE ; 52E X ~ ECe(i, 0, %) ©

HE—EBIE & vw) = e 2 F EC(n, 0, V) B%THESE
Ne(u, )5 8 k= 1 B> IWiBESEERE —HERETBO R o 1At - fBE
SIS EEHEER ¢ 28 o B o2 EE SR ER AR

et ERMEC

UEE =R, & o = 2, B = 0 BEHSE (Gaussian distribution) » B REE 202, T
HEu:Ea=1,8=0"BMESE (Cauchy distribution) * RESHE o, ESHE 1 &
a=1/2,8=1"BEHEDSE (Levy distribution) * REZEE o, (MEZEE u -

7



3.3 Noncausal linear AR(1) process

MR BRHEFY L RESRERMBES - [ - HMHEM 3.1 H
3.2 AT - FRE S ECEARIE 0 BC S E & AL B DT 5 72 - BefM

B —EFR =T BAE E 4 Z noncausal linear AR(1) process :
Yt:le‘-‘rl +8t’ I/O| < 1’ SINS(O{’ /8?0’ O)’ (32)
Heh > o, BB HARSE (.id) ;2 BMER (3.2) BEIZ BEERES

oo
= e (3.3)

H#R# Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) i Proposition 3.1 > FATA] LUEF]

Y, RIS ECAT

(o
Y,~s(a,ﬁ,—1,o), if a#1,p>0;
(1= lpl) "
v, ~ 5 (o g1 =1P1 ? 0 if a£1,p<0
~ aa ) 9 [} I o ’p_;
t 1_,_|p|()[, (1_|p|a)1/05
1 — 2l
Y,~S<1,ﬁ LN ’U_,oog|,02|> i a=1.
l—p 1—|p] 7 (l—p)

5
Yt:th+1+8ta |10| < lv SINC(O’ 1)’ (34)
Hrr - €0, 1) RRESHE 0 HRESHE 1 KBERESE - Al

Yt~C<O, ! ) (3.5)
1 —|pl

2'5":’ a<1H B=0" HAFLL med(Y;|Yi11) R EY Y1) 5 & =Y, —med(Y|Yi41) 5
BRE, Ea<1HB#0>EXY, Y1) NFEE, IREE P MBI - MAERTEAMETH o

8



B (3.1) ATA0
E(Y|? | Yi41) PFEE & p>a, Va <2,

EEEIENT - BMEEEEKR (3.2) BB causal linear process &
R > bl - BM3%E 3R Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) B Proposition 3.3 °

$ Y, 2 p BRI E(|Y|P|Ywy) EfTE - % p £0H =0
E(|Y4nlYi—1) = sign(p)|p|"TD@=Dy, 1 vi=>o.

Bak o & (3.4) RFH p # O BF

E(Y;|Y,—1) = sign(p)Y;—1 , (3.6)
B
E(Y2Yig)= V2, +—— 37)
) ol =N el — 1o '

Hr - sign(x) #on x ZIEATE © #E > TH (3.6)-(3.7) XAl -

2

) 1 o
Y, = sign(p)Y;_1 + oy, o’tz — <m — 1) )/[2_1 + TS (3.8)

H> Em | Y1) =0 B E®m?|Y,—1) =1 o B3 3.8 BRMAATLIRH - &
BLUEHAR) GRACH A%} noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process & & REHF
P FIERRET AT Al REEE X WKRIR R E BE ER ke
> 7RE] Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) F%€2:Z global explosive bubble

M 7E local explosive bubble °



4 (EEITSE

TEGE AL (3.4) EAT RS - BMAEPIEEERH 77125 EF noncausal
Cauchy AR(1) process Z 5 o Bt » MUK/ FJ5i% (the method of
least squares) & — p BIfliET = p, » #3%  3&i8 Davis and Resnick(1986)
e Z B HST BlETRE » HBIZ{EASA noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process

R - BT REETT R AR B A 2 B kT ©
4.1 ERRER (Bubble Effect)

FERETE E2AHRA SURR T - FAEME AR E # 2K > Flood and Garber(1980)
23 - fEF M FEHT (Rational Expectation, RE) &A1 » — /AR E{E A4
RWERSY » B AE(E CRARIRAZ A NIHE) RS aR o FELe M TR A
RIg iR » BAE AR local explosive * 38 HAIERLE Evans(1991)
Ed Diba and Grossman(1988) Ry EH - #iBE BRI (speculative bub-
bles) B explosive ° RHEFIFENHREBEZREFNER TR  IEKEE
WMIEERS > B BMTEEEI R NBZN G R (TR - 8%
EREIFEERNT% (B BEAZ#EE  ERNRR G —FEREK

4.2 Noncausal Cauchy AR(1) ZfREULETERE RHITE

B TS —1E noncausal AR(1) process FITRECEITIEE » 5

Y[ = IOYI+1 + &ty |IO| < 13 (81) lld’ (41)

10



P(e] > x) = x “L(x), a € (0,2), (4.2)

\
/
|

L:RT - Rt

. L(ax)
s.t. lim =
x—o00 L(x)

1, Va > 0,
HIJF 4R 45 Davis and Resnick(1985) RJ 4] -

MEB 1. &Y, B (4.1)-(4.2) 2 BIEERE  HI

n n
)= YY)y vP 5 pl Vizl
t=I+1 t=1

B BMID By = (Pn(1), ooy Pa(M)), p = (p, ...o") > H
a, = inf{x s P(ler] > x) < n_l},

an = inf{x : P(le1ea] > x) <n'}.
4% Davis and Resnick(1986) A A LAEH] »

& 2. &Y, B (4.1)-(4.2) ZEISEREME > H Ele/|* =00 H

2
a; . d

ap
He 7 =322 (ot — oS /S0, 1 =1,.., M H So, S1, 52, ... B

UZIEESED; So ~ S(e/2, B0, 1) T Sj ~ (o, Byo, ), Vj>1¢

11



5o B @)z a =1 8la2/a, = n/logn ° TR HIHE
BRI EAFHZ 6, RIS EIAG UK AN R &f e, T

§;‘=Yt—,5nYH_1, t=1,...,n—1,

§t=Yt_16nYt—l’ t=2,...,n.

BT EZ B (white noise) E - Hf14a
n—1

Zé;'“f Y,
=1

R, = Zétét_l /D @*.
=3 =2

MR#E Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) Proposition 5.3 »

fia > Al

n

lognR;: 4 p(1420)YX

R, LY p(1+2p)YX
log

4.4)

4.5)

(4.6)

4.7)

L HERGCHZ

(4.8)

(4.9)

Hdi-y ~¢0,1) B X ~ x2(1) > B—7FTH * ## Gourieroux and Za-

koian(2017) Proposition 5.4 AJ A1 > & Y, ; B— (W) FEFLE S #@1Z ((near)

random walk process)

Yn,t = anYn,t—l +&, t>1, a,=e

Hiwe -

, (4.10)

E@&) =0, EE) >0, Y [ag(h)]™ < oo, (4.11)

h=0

12



Hefov >0, El§*™" <oco HVceR:Hl

R, % oo (4.12)

logn logn
ALl BRI LUER 5.3 fifrE B2 /5 » E BRI IEIRBCR R 2EE non-

causal Cauchy AR(1) process ;& (Hi3T) FEtkE A BIE o

4.3 Noncausal Cauchy linear AR(1) process with Gaussian AR(1)

component

AR (3.4) TR - HERERT & ERERR - HMEHE
K R R BB BRI RBOR M E A 7 - — S - TR I E R EAR
RSB IERR I TE E 482 (nonlinear deterministic trend) °

Y, = trend; + y, = Y oit' +y; . (4.13)

=0
FEEBRITRIT - TAMIELREHEE B RLZ IWIRRR A H ® noncausal Cauchy
AR(1) process » JRE[ > JIEIRZERBIS local explosive ° B2 » BEEKZ
EABPEEAE SRR E 2RI - B ABER#EZ (stocha-
stic trend) Y /5 EEIT 1
yt :Zt‘I—CYt, (414)

Hrh > Y, £ noncausal Cauchy linear AR(1) process,

Yt = IOYt+1 +8la |IO| < 1? &t NC(()’ 1)3 (415)

i Z, BEH AR(1) B
y
Zi=rZipi+on, () CNO,1), r#l, (4.16)

13



R - WRALZ A E K BUR AL - B R B SRR (oint

CF) £7%

W (uo, Aug) := Elexpliug(Vr + AVi+1)}]

2 2 2
ufio (1 +2ar + A A
=expq— 07" )—c|u0|En<l—|—|p+ |>}

2(1 =r?) 1 —1pl

R Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) » —f&1i g » B (4.16) H189 r —
1 Rtk P8 mirEl o BEEHE 4 B2 (random walk process) * 1EiE
BB T ATBZERERBE R B S global explosive ; B (4.15) HY
p — 1 BIZMATERZ R WRRER A local explosive » ATLAEATR] LULE
r 82 p FAEHR R SEY -

4.4 BEITEHEN (empirical characteristic function, ECF) {&55t

HATERRAY (4.14)-(4.16) BYMRERT » B KRG EBOIK R - B DUAWH
FeiREA R AR IZ FE 2 B R P © ARAR Yu(2004) » effim] DUZE#
/MU E B (empirical characteristic function, ECF) BEHE 3a45 145K
#{ (theoretical characteristic function) & FEEfLUREERL (4.14)-(4.16)
ZE2HAR O = (p,r,c,0) o H - BEFEKEME LKA Parzen
(1962) » HAkE 7 B mHRI 7R < N EEE 5 S RIEE - 57 BRI 5> Bo Sy
HFFIE R -

14



441 BYBRDBRERIRE

4 F(x;0) 5B X ZE2BEOEIXE (cumulative distribution function, CDF) °

Hib > 0 e RF > BIl X B ERNEURE B EHEES RIEST -
Y(r;0)=E (eirx> = /eierF(x; 0),
_ l < irX; __ irx
W, (r) = n;e —fe dFy,(x),
H i = /-1 AX;)_ | RELHRSHE - F,(x) REERHIEHE
P BB R BT A A s/IMEE B R B i R B2 R

Bt MRS —fE— AR E 25T & (generalized method of moment estima-

tor, GMM estimator) > &5
h(r,X;;0) = "% —W(r; 0),

Hep - E(h(r, Xj;0)) =0, Vre R r FitkE EENAE - (E3TH08
BEEMAE > RARZHAEHR BRI - SNERZHERA - FEHN

AW 2% Yu(2004) °
442 WERIIERILRE

EMRENREEFPIER > RMEUHEE S EEREIKE (oint ECF) &

Al

1 v
Wn(r) = —— ) ", (4.17)

E

Xt — (yl‘a ceey yt+p), r = (rl, ..I’p+1)/, = 1, ceey T

15



4% - #2458 Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) » % 4.17 EITE®R - HF

n—1

1
W, hu) = —— 3 Jcos{u(V, + AV}, (4.18)

=1

B2 > %38 Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) Rl SR K EEET & (CF
estimator) 5%

A

6, = argmin | |V, (u, Au) — W (u, Au)|2dW (u, 1). (4.19)
0cO R2

TRED > BRPEBNFRKZHIATE 0 = (o, 7, ¢, 0) Ri/IMEEERFF KK
HE BRI BRI IR © B HRR 0N B E R R B R =R
B/NEF > HIREEFTE A2 EIAE 0 = (o, 1, ¢, o) REEHEEIFT

1

B IE
ZIER (4.14)-(4.15) A RMFFEZERER
45 BERIREE

B B 1 BRMAEREE (4.14)-4.16) BZET > 2518 (o, r, ¢, 0) = (0.9,
0.4,1,2) BlE (p,r,c,0) =(0.9, 1, 1, 2) B R H P& K

r=04 =1

|
/

/ J
e el

100

50

-100

T T T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Index Index

1: PR e e e 51
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-40

100
-60

T T T T T T T T T T
-100 -50 0 50 100 -60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60

Y_{t1) Y_{t-1}

2: R R U,

BMBE 1 78 GER Y, = 0 MEARS B2 BkiE - WIRR MR
REBERES 2 R « B4 B 2 B GRS v, B Y, $U6E
FAMIHE 2 74— 55 noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian
component > H. noncausal Cauchy AR(1) ZABUSIER - H y,_ B ), #
MEZHERER | KEMRL - Hob - BT DURZRER 2 R8T E R H
HERR YV, = 0 Mz B - 5 sehisos - HBZESR Vo BFE Y =0
BB REUR TIRAYRRE ©

- WMES 4.4 ST EE R EEBEE 5 - 258U Bz
TREE DAL (4.14)-(4.16) TR 1 Fim e
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® 1 REERZhE

Pn n Cn On

r=04 09210 0.3726 0.9984 2.2232

r=1 08115 0.9799 0.9999 1.9109
p=09c=10=2

X 1 740 RFEBEEREHEMET A% - ArfEE 2 REERE
EZARE A 8E - FE - R ER (4.14)-(4.16)

i&g

B (4.14)-(4.16)

B T2 RHEFYIER - BEREERE AR R —E RFA R 5% o
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AREFFRAMLL 2005/1/3 F 2015/12/31 Z HEBEIEE (TAIEX) fEB R
) o B > FMIEIEZ S B noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process & B/ ;
BE - BHOMBENEDERERTT S - HHERED BRI RS T
- QG MRS 2 YETRER 4> Ll noncausal Cauchy AR(1) /T » K
LA noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian component #1777 3 1

B ER R RR B local explosive B(; global explosive °

5.1 BEREARDITEEIL

35 SERERE - AE 3 FMATLEZE - 2006/8/1 £ 2008/5/16 %
EEEEHE LR S HARNEEN T B B8 4.1 &SP EEERNE
% > BT FHI L ET R ERERZ IR - 1 AR R RS -

U8R
6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
| |

5000

4000

T T T T T T
2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

HEE

3: 2005/1/3 & 2015/12/31 2 & & B ERH,
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WEERLE JOLBETNE 2 Fis - Hh o WEER IR fRBIE R 3
AL ] DI H B A S IE R BRI D o 1t - 54t WEERNMER
REREIES /MNP E o FEE > BMEE 4 74 WERE SR A EENHEE -
B MR S TR R & TR E B A ARRT > AT ATRAFIER S M 2 2 kot Bl
ZBESE - HHMEE DL noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process LT/ »
RILLES B BRI 2 R E#E . BB M E L noncausal Cauchy
AR(1) with Gaussian component #1743 °

£ 2: 2005/1/3 = 2015/12/31 BERERHC FokHtE

Fo% BEEE O B MM 2E O ERGRER RREGREH
7684 1188975 7813 1593 5883 3.1301  -0.6214

’a

3e-04

2e-04

Density

1e-04

T

T T T T T
4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000

Oe+00

Y

4: 2005/1/3 E& 2015/12/31 BEREREEE H SR EEE,

20



5.2 ACF 27

08

ACF
04

Lag

5:2005/1/3 & 2015/12/31 GE R EiEE> ACF H.

B4 - 4% Gourieroux and Hencic(2015) FI 4l » noncausal Cauchy AR(1)
process Z ACF # P 2 (E#EIRH > BRI E#Z causal linear pro-
cess * FTLAEMEB (4.8)-(4.9) ZERIAECE 95% fEREEMET B -
BE (—0.0362,0.0362) AE 5 FZ EHRATR o FAFTHE 5 A4 - HhEE
kl& ACF 2BURISIRE - AT AT L E R B I E f8 B R % -

#4353 AL ERMIACMER (3.4) TR - HMLALKE
B (4.13) S RBIEARMEREE MBS BRI ET S  E A
HiREREREEE - DI (4.14)-(4.16) HEITHHT ©

5.3 RIARTE

R Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) FAF ] LAEST DU T AU E i > LUBg
FHELRES EE Noncausal linear AR(1) process Z4HE » B4 > &M
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Al EBmEWE (4.8)-(4.9) BE

.| R’
n = ~ —1, (5.1)
logn | pn(1 +20p)
n R,
— _ —, (5.2)
logn | pn(1 +20p)

T EE—SE |YX]| > H
Y ~C0,1), X~ x*(1),

B 4.2 §iRMIAI A > 7E46 € —BE& /K ¥ (significant level) o | * & P(|YX|

> 7*) > a * Bt E#IEH noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process © 3 » A

o, BEIR (4.4)-4.5) thz & 8 8, > WK (4.6)-4.7) BE| R H

B UAHAFHEHZ R 5.1)-(5.2) ®# P(YX| > ZF) ~ P(|YX| >

Zy) BEIR 3 2R B |YX| 2 BB -REE (Monte Carlo
method) & 1,000,000 K5 ©

B3R 3 BAMTAIAL > 76 0.05 FIBEEKET » WERNE A EEERITER

noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process Z HERIERE 5 HFE 0.1 BIEHZEKET -

A g E#EH B% noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process ZHHE ° IR HEL K

W FEERTEEEKET - B ERE A noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process

ZHE -
% 3: 2005/1/3 = 2015/12/31 BERERHZ EHIEE.,
n Pn VA Zy P(YX|>ZY P(YX|>Z,)
2728 0.9996 6.3057 6.4316 0.0931 0.0916

Hy : Fiffl %1% noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process.
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Sa% - BMEE 3 WA - 2005/1/3 ZE 2015/12/31 2 B EBREREBEE
ZEWRR - BT ABRIEE] 2005/1/3 2 2015/12/31 Z GEBERE - [
A& T local explosive B2 global explosive & HIRZER © H—FHH © 1R
4.3 HAI 4] - BEHIREERERE local explosive » BIEMAI LIEBRR (4.13)
HERET R - FERAES ERRIRERE - E# U noncausal Cauchy AR(1)
process HEIT/T © BIFLEBSENE m 2 EHEERETHE > LHER
AT E & RS RANE 4 Fi »

H3 4 7JH > Tiw m 550 BEEEE P(YX| > ZY) > 0.1 » 78
B> BMERERIEAR I E S 8 - (EE R RTEMTEREE KHET
HERIEMRHE S noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process & % o Rt - BT
B ERHEE AR LR (4.13) T - BERMRBHEER C ERNH
DFE R FERGHIZ (stochastic trend) » 7NE] - BRI HIMIIREI R EB global
explosive °

% 4: 2005/1/3 % 2015/12/31 EE R BB E B 5 B BHER E,

bo Zp  Zi P(YX|=2Z)) P(YX|=Z,)
m= 0.9969 6.4976 6.4297 0.0908 0.0917
m= 0.9957 6.5072 6.5151 0.0907 0.0906
m = 0.9957 6.5145 6.5246 0.0906 0.0905
m = 0.9953 6.5318 6.5981 0.0904 0.0900
m=4 0.9951 6.5605 6.5413 0.0900 0.0902
m=25 0.9951 6.5653 6.5454 0.0900 0.0902
m = 0.9950 6.6154 6.5635 0.0894 0.0900

WELUR (4.13) PR Z m SEEE R 2 HEE .
Hy : R %5 noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process.
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B BMEER 4.4 Sz AEMEETR (4.14)-4.16) 22HM\E 0 =
(o,r,c,o) LIEEE FAYHRER -

5.4 ZS8ULET

RIR 4.4 BB TTEMEET28AE 0 = (o, r, ¢, 0) K TN ETR
ER (4.19) iz u 8 ) o 556 - FATE Ya(1998) BIAT - 7 u B2 & {HEH
% > fhEFRIBER; B %H o B ) RlgEinxE GRRENETEEE ; i
PAF 2% Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) {# f u € {0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.5,

1,2,3) B A € {0.1, —0.2,0.5, —1, —0.5, 1, 2} #ETEET » &L - HRERM

FrfE R u B ) B R » FTLABTE =0 (4.19) B
0, = argmin ) _ |W, (u, du) — W (u, ku)|* W, (u, 1), (5.3)
0c® ¥y
H s

W (u,2) = [Var(cos{u (Vs + Ay )17

= {0.5[1 + ¥ 2u, 2xu)] — [W(u, au)]*} L

fEEHERUNZE 5 frs - Hf o, E r, 9505 noncausal Cauchy AR(1) £
Gaussian AR(1) ZRE  iREBE 4380401 & o, — 1 Hr, — 1 HLE
B2 WK AR E T local explosive £ global explosive ©

% 5: 2005/1/3 F 2015/12/31 BE B EREC HEHEE,

/OA}’l 'n Cn on
0.999 0.999 1.000 2.447
DUBEEL (4.14)-(4.16) EATfiET
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5344 BFHE 3 FIA - BERERED AR 2008/5/16 E 2009/6/4
2011/8/1 % 2011/10/3 BAK 2015/6/1 % 2015/10/1 EERIEER TR - AT
DL S5 E 2005/1/3 F 2015/12/31 BESAM E & SR RFEHEER
PR BMAEKERAEB =R I, L 8 I 55T EAR E s
aF > ZEEES RIS 2005/1/3 Z 2010/2/26 ~ 2010/3/1 % 2012/5/31 MUk

2012/6/1 2 2015/12/31 »

5.5 E{&ET

B BB 1, L 8 L ETRARRE - R 6 W41 1), L 8 I3 TR
MRS KET - BEARIERHE EH noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process &
MHE - [ > R N, L 8 L frEEZEERBCR & B local explosive
> B 4.14)-(4.16) A 1, 1 B I TG - AR 7 Fos ©

F6: I, L B I3 ZERIKE,

N e ZF . Zn P(YX|>ZH P(YX| > Zy,)
Iy 1276 0.9992 2.5422 2.6762 0.1914 0.1846
L 564 0.9984 3.1958 3.1144 0.1620 0.1652
Iz 888 0.9990 2.5134 2.8896 0.1930 0.1746

Hy : B[ %15 noncausal Cauchy AR(1) process.

E£7: 10, L B Iy ZfEEHE R

Pn T'n Cn On
Iy 0.9997 0.1292 0.9998 2.7841
I 0.9998 0.4187 0.9999 2.3546

I, 09997 0.4064 0.9998 2.7051
DU (4.14)-(4.16) ST it
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Mk 7 AIRl > P L1, L B 1 Btz r, ETEGER 10 EF
pn — 1 - IRED Iy, I B I3 B& 2 WHRRER - BB local explosive » [
RETAIHE 6 FriEsm iR AR o EoMrE 7 h&IERERT > 1A
S BEERRFCR (R IE M 2 BB EUE & [ M e

B I PR EERSER HERAE 2008/5/16 £ 2009/6/4 - FEF - sEE 6
AL > 1 2008/5/19 R ZR B AR - BEEEAE 2008/9/1 #EHE
T BREBRE - B FIREIFEAEE - BRI B RCR R —
IE— B EEE R 2R - 16 R (E G 4 2 SR A B B R AR E - T
AR AT ET 2 r, BEEEE Tz R/ ME 5 Bt - e IE A E R
RENHPTSEP LM - AR EER SRR ERATER -

8000 10000

U EE
6000 7000 8000

5000

4000

T T T T T T
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

H#

6: 2005/1/3 F 2010/2/26 2 SR EEH,
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Y g (g
8000 8500 9000

7500

7000

T
2011 2012

=k

7:2010/3/1 & 2012/5/31 2 5B EEH,

B [, B2 EEAEHEE 2011/8/1 2 2011/10/3 > HE 7 Bf7]
1> 7E 2011/8/2 WIIRHEZENG TR EIBIEAME > Frll » HEEERREIE
) 2 B ESE B 5 FoAm I AR (AR R B 1 B A S 4 A i B 12 A R VR 18

U EE
8500 9000 9500 10000

8000

7500

7000

T T T
2013 2014 2015 2016

HH#

8: 2012/6/1 & 2015/12/31 2 L& B EIEE,
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B o FRIE 8 ATAN - I3 HZIRES 2015/4/30 R 24 T e 2 H A S -
T IR BCR IR B IE R E - e fFAs I H B R IR Bl T 2 s R AN
T MERMGHRREE - BRI ERR - BMEHE L 8 L itz
rp AR - RN - BT 2008 F Rl SRR A fEET 2 r, AR
EREFHEMEZNRESR - AR MAR G EREERZ r, KA 04
JREN > 1E causal AT 2 R 4% - WP EREREBCERNEEE—
g SRR 1 % °

BIMREER 7 WA A2 L, L 3 I HFfEZ o0 8 o B+
DL - KRR - SERERBE PRI FEIERE ARZER]
544 > 1R# Gourieroux and Zakoian(2017) A&l > 3 (4.16) JRA] A causal

7= %N

id
Z, =rZioy vom, () S NO,1),  r#1

FRA - BRI AR 7 HiZ ry TRES causal AR(1) ZFREL > HIELRTAD - 18
B noncausal BYERSY » causal BYERFEA R HIIG BI R RHEE B AE

WERBEERIEENE - 7F (4.14)-(4.16) BAEZE T » noncausal £ causal K
BRI MBS IR - AL - B AR EIR R (ELSE S RE FDLRRRE 1y, UK
/NFE BRI FHE R © BLBRIZRERRMA > 1 2005/1/3 Z 2010/2/26 HARIAHEL
PREAMFIER > causal 53 ATHR S &8 & EESUNP noncausal BIE54 -
JREN - B ERETEBUE 2005/1/3 = 2010/2/26 il - K% K FERE NEH
RARTSH T - MIAEER LR B ERESBE -
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Ah BERMAZHEMTER L~ 5 8 I #7MEE RS HE
2005/1/3 % 2006/3/24 ~ 2008/8/22 % 2011/1/11 82 2011/1/11 2 2013/6/9 -

R RS E A0 T Ao ©

Ll
6000 6200 6400 6600

5800

5600

T T
2005 2006

Sk

9: 2005/1/3 Z 2006/3/24 ¥ SR EEE,

URER(E
7000 8000 9000

6000

5000

4000

T T T
2009 2010 2011

=5

10: 2008/8/22 Z 2011/1/11 Z B EBRAETEH.
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WrE
8000 8500 9000
1 1

7500
I

7000

T T
2011 2012 2013
=)

11: 2011/1/11 Z 2013/6/9 = 5B EIEE,

BMHE O L BRI L ~ L #E L - BREEHEZEERR -
S4% > HATEEE 10 BEE 11 WA > s BE [ —Ea 2 KRR [ §if
BRCER M I BE L — 87 EHRERE I PR ER » #3& - &
2L noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaussian component 43 BI[%} I, ~ I5 £

Is FETTAEET ©

£ 8: Iy, Is B [¢ 2 fEEHE R,

Pn T'n Cn On
Iy 0.7835 0.1919 0.9999 2.0377
Is 0.9999 0.3367 0.9998 2.1006

Iy 09998 04075 09999 2.6337
DU (4.14)-(4.16) T {67
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MR 87Kl > [4 & pn B rpy EEBEL 1 > 554 0 Is B I6 2 1y 53R

Bh >~ L L~ [z e e B LLESE o, B r, 281G - P
ENARR 2 FEEE M - E o, B r, BTHER 1 K > R RS
WAFERKRAR & o > 1 Hr, » 1 B> RRMEEFFIERE local
explosive ZIHKIRE ;& pp - 1B r, — 1K RREKHEFIIEE
global explosive ZWWHEKHLR & 6, — | B ry — 1 - KRR RS
[FIRFEAE local explosive B2 global explosive & {IIRER SR » JR ] #E HIH A5
HARE T RE A A v PR SO ©
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6 G

BMHELU M EEERIA - ERMIU= RIS BT AR - 5 ERE
TREHEE A MEACR - FI - MRS E B local explosive » MFER
FRRATREZ global explosive © Hrf1 - —EHARE R} 1 P HIGEE
HERE A - TSR r, 2T ERERRIARER [ B8 3 ZAEFHERE
Hi - BV EIR SR MR TR T R R 2 fRaR

BE - RPN EBHERER - SREFZ r, BEAHER 1 - H2EM
FTZ o AUHBERS 1 WERREREA - TR EE Al REFfE 52 - TR
3R A8 T FE DAR] — B AU £5 515 > noncausal Cauchy AR(1) with Gaus-
sain component fEEARIIHEITEFT > ATLL - EHAMLL noncausal Cauchy
AR(1) with Gaussain component ¥#1T{h 5T » INEEE MR AR 2 G A58
BA Rk S

TEEFBWHEHERET - BT ERE R BRI e E S B E 21
WHREME > £582W9Er] E8IEE (recursive) B EN & (rolling win-
dow) & A RHMESTEET > WEMB p, 8 r, Z8BYE - (EBFIETIS EATH N
WRRZ IR - MR TSRS HBNERBR

st - B 5.5 BARIAT o, ANMER] A UPIENER SR 2 BRE - RARA S
MR B EABE L AR(D) BEEEE (R [FEF - #7458 Knight, Yu
(2002) B - ERFHEESEMEHZ2MAERIIE RO HE - B
WHCRAR R /n > BAERE— S AR E o B -
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B &%
A —MREE(GSTE (generalized method of moment es-
timator, GMM estimator)
BAMMRIR Hansen(1982) - fiex X & | FEEIZAIT
E(f(Xj;60)) =0,

Hef s R xRF » R HAREESRAEGEA (the strong law of large num-

bers, SLLN) » $ffr] LU Z|
1 = as.
=D T(Xj0) % E(f(X;:6)).
j=1
— B E RN E A SR R IMUE R B Z A B RV R - KRB
A ¢ S
m@m;;f(Xj; 0) Wn;;f(xj; 0).

Hi > W, BPIEE (positive semidefinite) JITELERE o 7E7 E ERIGHT -
— B AR B B T E RS -
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